REMARKS 



Claim Amendments 

Claim 3 is amended for clarification purposes. Support for this amendment is found in 
the specification as originally filed, e.g., at page 4, lines 16-20 and Figure 1. 

Claims 4-8 are canceled. Applicants reserve the right to file a continuing application or 
take such other appropriate action as deemed necessary to protect the inventions of the canceled 
claims. Applicants do not hereby abandon or waive any rights in the inventions in the canceled 
claims. 

Objection to the Specification 

The specification is objected to by the Examiner because of an informality. Specifically, 
the Brief Description of the Drawings refer to color. 

A Petition to Accept Color Drawings/Photographs Under 37 C.F.R. §1.84, accompanied 
by the appropriate fee set forth in 37 C.F.R. §1.1 7(h), three sets of color drawings and an 
Amendment to include the appropriate language in the drawings section of the specification, are 
being filed concurrently with this Amendment. Grant of this Petition if respectfully requested. 

Rejection of Claim 3 Under 35 U.S.C. §112, Second Paragraph 

Claim 3 is rejected by the Examiner under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph as being 
"indefinite for failing to point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards 
as the invention" (Office Action, page 3). Specifically, the Examiner states that "Claim 3 refers 
to particular amino acids that are referenced by a particular position number. The claim does not 
reference an amino acid sequence so it is not clear where the said amino acids are positioned, for 
example Leu-566" (Office Action, page 3). 

Applicants have amended Claim 3 to clarify that the recited amino acids are numbered 
according to their position as illustrated in Figure 1, which corresponds to their position in 
gpl60, as noted in the specification at page 4, line 20. 

Thus, Claim 3, as amended, clearly defines and distinctly claims the subject matter of 
Applicants' claimed invention. Reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully 
requested. 
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Rejection of Claims 1-3 for Non-Statutory Obviousness-tvpe Double Patenting 

Claims 1-3 are rejected by the Examiner "on the ground of nonstatutory obviousness-type 

double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-3 of U.S. Patent No. 6506554" (Office 

Action, page 4). Specifically, the Examiner asserts that although the conflicting claims are not 

identical "they are not patentably distinct from each other because the instant clams use the word 

'antibody' in place of the word 'drug'" (Office Action, page 4). 

A terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 C.F.R. §1.321(c), together with the requisite 

Statement Under 37 C.F.R. §3, 73(b), are being filed concurrently, thereby obviating the 

rejection. 

Fourth Supplemental Information Disclosure Statement 

A Fourth Supplemental Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) is being filed 
concurrently herewith. Entry of the Fourth Supplemental IDS is respectfully requested. 



In view of the above amendments and remarks, it is believed that all claims are in 
condition for allowance, and it is respectfiilly requested that the application be passed to issue. If 
the Examiner feels that a telephone conference would expedite prosecution of this case, the 
Examiner is invited to call the undersigned. 



CONCLUSION 



Respectfiilly submitted. 
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